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* E following Letters have been printed in a 3 
and have been ſent, at different Times, to ſeveral Perſons of the 
firſt Rank in the Profeſſion of the Law: They are now reprinted, 
and ſubmitted to the Conſideration: of the Public at large. The 
Writer is well aware that the Plaintiff, in a Caſe ſimilar to that 
contained in the following Sheets, can gain no Credit from ſuch: 
a Suit: But if a Man is purſued by an abandoned Woman; if 
ſhe is indebted to him in a conſiderable Sum of Money; if 
nevertheleſs ſhe brings an Action againſt him on Account of 


Demands already ſatisfied, though not legally diſcharged ;. if alſo / 


ſhe threatens to bring other Actions againſt him; then is a 
Court of Equity the Place of his Refuge, and Neceflity, not 
Choice, is his Conductor. The Writer is alſo. aware that tile 
Plaintiff, in ſuch a Cauſe, cannot conſider himſelf as a Favorite 
of the Court in which he ſues; nevertheleſs, as the Wiſdom and 
Juſtice on which the Fiete of a Court of Eauit; are founded, 
KA 2 ee 


ADDRESS TO THE READER | 


admit the Entertainment of Cauſes of that Kind, ſuch Plaintiff - 
is proper in his Application, and has of Courſe a Right in common 
with all his Fellow Suitors, to avail himſelf of thoſe Modes of 
Practice which that Court has thought proper to eſtabliſh : But 
dhould it fo be, that the Defendant files an Anſwer in the hi ghelt 
Degree ſcandalous and impertinent, and that the Plaintiff cannot 
get that Scandal and Impertinence expunged ; if an extraordinary 
Compoſition, under the Title of Interrogatories, is ſigned by the 
Defendant's Counſel, and is adminiſtered to Witneſſes; if the 
Defendant's Solicitor gives evaſive Teſtimony, and when the 
Cauſe comes on to be heard, inſtead of falling under the Cenſure 
juſtly due to his Offences, he is repreſented to the Court as a 
Perſon eminent in his Profeſſion, and eminent for his Virtues ; 
if Matters judiciouſly put in Iſſue by the Plaintiff's Counſel, and 

by the written Evidence of his Witneſſes moſt clearly proved, 
are not brought forth and ſubmitted to the Deliberation of the 
Court, then is the Plaintiff greatly injured; he firſt receives the 
Stab, and the Public is wounded through his Side ; ſince what 
has happened i in that particular Caſe, may happen in other Caſes 
of the like Kind; and indeed in Caſes of a different Kind; for 
who is he that can draw the Line, and can ſay unto this uſurped 
and undefined power, Thus Tur: ſhalt thou go, and no 
| further. 


Let us, however, for a Moment admit an Impoſlibility ; let 
us ſay that the Extent of 'this Power can be aſcertained, ad 
thit it ſhall be exerciſed only in Caſes exactly fimilar to that 

which is now before us. Well, what is the Nature of that Caſe ? 

It is the Caſe of a diſſipated Man, who is perſecuted by t the 

kept Madam of a Solicitor. If then the Miſtreſs of a Lawyer 
is intitled to Privileges ſo extraordinary, ſo much greater than 
the Miſtreſſes of other Men can pretend to, what Miſchiefs will 


ADDRESS TO THE LEADER ye 


ſhe not meditate, what Miſchiefs can ſhe not hives! inſutiable 
in her Avarice, or perhaps implacable in her Hatred of her former 
Cull, ſhe deals forth her Commands; Slanders are propagated, 

WMWrits iſſue, Proſecutions in various Forms commence, the Door 

of Juſtice is barred againſt her Adverſary, his Quiet is annoyed, 

his Character is aſperſed, and his Property is invaded. Wretched 
Victim] covered with Shame, ſurrounded by Difficulties without 
Remedy, without Hope. This is his Situation, theſe are his 
Diſtreſſes; whilſt the Lawyer and his Lady are the Fomentors 
of the Embroil, and, like the Angel deſcribed by Addiſon, 


e N and enjoy. the Storm.“ 


Many diſcreet Men, the Fathers of Families, may perhaps 
think themſelves far removed from theſe. Evils; they may alſo 
think tat the natural good Senſe of their Sons, aſſiſted by the 
good Inſtructions which they have delivered to them, will guard 
them from Miſchiefs of this Kind : Difficult as it is to admit 
this, let it be admitted. Nevertheleſs, the Bulk of Mankind 
have not theſe Advantages; their Want of Underſtanding, and 
| Want of Information, involves them in Difficulties; and unleſs 
they are protected by diſcreet and wiſe Men, Society cannot 
"exiſt. It ſhould therefore ſeem to be incumbent on ſuch Men, 
if at any Time, in any one Inftance, of what Kind or Quality 
ſoever it may be, a Subject of Britain ſhould, by the uſurped, 
oppreflive, and growing Power of the Practitioners of the Law, 
be prevented from bringing his Caſe fairly and fully- before the 
King in his Courts, to ftand forth in his Defence, and to aſſert 


the Rights which he is 3 intitled to, by Birth, and 
by original Compact. 
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LETTER THE FIRST. 
Mx. VERNON, Do | . 


His HLY as you and your projecting friend the 
_ Counſellor may plume yourſelves on the ſkill of your managements, I ſtill 
_ flatter myſelf, that truth will at laſt prevail; and that the conſpiracy which 
which has been formed againſt me, will appear before the Public unmaſked, 
and in all its native deformity. With a view to this diſcovery, I now fit 
down to write; and the ſubject that I have fixed upon for my preſent 
confideration is, the Depofition which you delivered in the Cauſe lately 
determined between me and Mrs, Mann. She, poor injured woman, called 
upon you to give evidence in ſupport of her character; and you, good 
honeſt man, came forth to vouch for it. : 1 


Your Depoſition, together with the Interrogatory adminiſtered to you, 
now lie before me; and Copies of them, carefully examined with the 
Office- copies, will be added by way of Poſtſcript to this Letter. I ſhall ſet 
down the Interrogatory in Three Diviſions, and the Firſt Divifion runs thus: 


FIRST Div 1s10N of the INTERROGATORY, DEPOSITION. 


Fourth Interrogatory. Have you had any & To the fourth and laſt Interrogatories this 
knowledge of, or intimacy or acquaintance Deponent ſaith, That during the time this De- 
with, the ſaid Defendant, or not? If Yea, ponent hath known and been acquainted with the 
how long have you had ſuch knowledge of, /aid Defendant, ſhe always bore a very good 
or intimacy or acquaintance with, her? character; and that the ſaid 1 was, 
What character has the ſaid Defendant bore during that time, as Deponent believes, con- 
during ſuch time as you have had a know- /idered and reputed to be, a woman of virtue and 
| ledge of, or intimacy or acquaintance with, cha/tity: Deponent having never heard to the 
her? Has, or has ſhe not, been confidered contrary, except... Here follows an 
or reputed to be a woman of virtue and exception, which will be confidered preſently ; 
chaſtity, or not, —_ all, or any part of, but is not material to the obſervation that! 

ſuch time as you have had a knowledge of, am now about to make on this part of your 
or intimacy or acquaintance with, her?” evidence. © : 228 
| What 
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5 AN APPEAL TO THE PUBLIC. = 


What you have here ſaid, is a ſufficient anſwer as to her general character. 


It is, however, very remarkable, that the Defendant has examined eleven 


witneſſes to this Interrogatory; and, that all of them, except yourſelf, ſeem 
to perceive ſomething like a defect in it; and all of them, except yourſelf, 
ſupply that ſeeming defect: for after having ſpoke to her general character 
and repute, in, or nearly in, the ſame words that you do, they very judi- 


cionſly add, That be always appeared to them to be, or that they always looked 


upon her to be, or that they always eſteemed her to be, A WOMAN OF vIRTUE _ 
AND CHASTITY: and, indeed, many of them are ſo zealous for their friend, 
that, leſt thoſe very material words ſhould paſs unnoticed, they think it 


neceſſary to repeat them: you alone are tongue-tied in reſpect to this matter 
of opinion : you go plodding on in the road chalked out to you by the Inter- 
rogatory; nor will you ftep aſide and pull one fingle flower to deck the. 
garland that is preparing for her.—How can this be accounted for? It is 
impoſſible to arraign your judgment. It is impoſſible to conceive that you, 
a man accuſtomed to buſineſs and practiſed in the courts of juſtice, can want. 
ability to clear up a matter of evidence as accurately, and ferve your friend 
as effectually, as Mrs. Northam, her ſtaymaker's wife; or Mrs. Tingry, her 
| ſhoemaker's wife: doubtleſs, you are as capable of that ſervice as either of 


them. — I cannot therefore but ſuppoſe, that, like Bayes in the Rehearſal, 


you was dull by deſign; and, that ſome prudent conſideration or other 


confined your evidence, and prevented you from launching forth into any 
extraordinary encomiums on the Defendant's virtue, and that coolneſs of 
conſtitution which is ſo much admired and applauded by the reſt of her 


neighbours. | 


But, to go on and try if we can diſcover any thing, throughout the whole 
of your Depoſition, that looks like giving an opinion on this matter The 
exception above-mentioned next offers itſelf to my confideration, and runs 
thus : e TR Fd 

. Deponent having never heard any thing to the contrary, except 

from the Complainant, who, about four years ago, caft ſome reflections on her 

character, which Deponent then thought and believed, and now thinks and 
believes, were malicious and groundleſs,” . e 


Well, what then? What follows from thence ?—Ir is very true, that I did, 
about four years ago, caſt ſome reflections on her character in your preſence. 
told you, that it was her cuſtom to make offer of her perſon to almoſt 
every lodger that came into her houſe, and that ſhe had even deſcended fo 
low as to proſtitute herſelf to my footboy. Theſe particular ſtories which! 

told 
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AN APPEAIL TO THE PUBL, 5 
told you. of her, you did believe, and do believe; were malicious and 
groundleſs: Perhaps ſo. It does not, however, from thence follow, that 


you do now eſteem her, or did at that time eſteem her, to be a woman of 


virtue and chaſtity. Therefore, to make farther ſearch for this opinion of 
yours — The Interrogatory then goes on. oe Rn 5 


„ ese 3H 1 55 - - 5 O $ 4 4 A | 

% Have youv, or not, and have any Vor this Deponent ſaith, The Defendant 
other, and — rſon or perſons, — uſed F to viſit this Deponent's Wife 
whom by name, ville the ſaid Defendant, r thirteen or fourteen years in her life-trme, 
or not? If Yea, where, and at what time- and down to her death; which happened in the : 
and times, did you and the ſaid other per- month of September, in the year 1765; and 
ſons, or any and which of them, viſit the. - there was an intimacy between * and De- 
ſaid Defendant? If the ſaid Defendant had Ponent; and this Deponent's ſaid Wife, as be 
been, or reputed te be, a perſon of a ble- believes, looked upon and effeemed the Jaid 
miſhed character, would you or not, and Defendant to be an boneft eee Nen; 
would the ſaid other perſons, as you know #9 this Deponent's wife or this Deponentſ 
or believe, have viſited the faid Defendant, would not have had any intimacy with the ſaid 

or not? | „ 1 5 Defendant. 4 e 


_ © This is droll indeed! What a ridiculous picture have you drawn of your- 
ſelf! Pray obſerve how you have thruſt yourſelf up into a corner of the 
Depoſition, and there ſtand mum-chance ! Did ever man appear fo inſig- 

nificant in his own family! And ſo your Wife took you in her hand, and 
carried you a viſiting with her! Yes, yes, it was certainly ſo; for you ſay 
that you had an intimacy with the Defendant, becauſe you believed your 
Wife looked upon her to be an honeſt virtuous perſon! Surely, ſurely, 

| Mr. Vernon, it would have became you better, to have given your friend a 
light flouriſh, and ſaid ſomething handſome of her yourſelf, than to have 
ranſacked the grave for the opinion of a poor woman who has been dead 

theſe ſeven years. For ſhame, for ſhame, let the good Creature's aſhes reſt 
in peace. What, muſt all your Family be brought forth into this dirty 
buſineſs; what, all of them, the dead as well as the living But to go on 
with the reſt of your anſwer to theſe queſtions ; which is as follows: 


Aud the Defendant, fince- the death of this Deponent's Wife, has 
frequently paid and received viſits from this Deponent and Deponent's 


Daughter. 


This paſſage, I confeſs, at firſt fight, appears in your favour, and ſhews 
as if you had, at that time, a good opinion of the Defendant: for, as your 

Wife, on whoſe ſagacity you had before ſo much depended, was then dead, 
it is moſt probable that you began to think a little for yourſelf, and to confider, 
who were the propereſt perſons for you and your Daughter to keep company 
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o AN APPEAL TO THE PUBLIC . 
with; and therefore, that you would: not have ſuffered your Daughter to 
viſit the Defendant, unleſs you had believed her to be a woman of virtue 
At fin fight, I ſay, this paſſage appears in your favour: but when I conſider 
the frailty of human nature, and that it has often happened, that men have, 


for ſome trifling advantage, ſome private conveniency to themſelves, fuffered 


their daughters to keep company with looſe and diſorderly women, then this 


favourable idea vaniſhes; and I readily perceive, that the circumſtance above- 


mentioned cannot be admitted as evidence of your good opinion of the 
Defendant. Beſides, there is a very extraordinary defect in this part of 
your Depoſition; it being delivered in the perfect tenſe, and entirely confined 
to times paſt, You undoubtedly imagine that you have given a full anſwer 


to the * Put to you; but that is a matter I mean to diſpute with you, 


The 8 is confeliidly the work of a very fine Oentleman, and 
a very well-bred Interrogatory it is. It does not lay witneſſes under greater 


difficulties than the nature of the caſe abſolutely requires; and you, in par- 
ticular, may 5 think yourſelf bound to ſpeak well of it. Nevertheleſs, 
Ido venture to aſſert, that you have not given a full anſwer to this diviſion 


of the Interrogatory; and that Anne Armorer, ſingle woman, now lodging 
at Mr. Tudman's, Hatter, in Gray's Inn-Lane, has thereunto given anſwer, 
more ſatisfactory, and more beneficial to the party, than you have done; 
ſhe having Sal brought down her viſiting account to the day of her examin- 
ation: for it appears to me, that when a witneſs. is called upon to give 
evidence in favour of the character and good repute of a party before the 


court, and being examined to queſtions framed and connected as theſe are, 
confines himſelf to accounts of paſt times, and of good ſociety then enjoyed 


by che party, omitting to give his reaſons for not bringing down thoſe accounts 
to the time of his examination, ſuch witneſs is incomplete in his evidence; 


and, either through ignorance, omits matter which the intereſt of the party 
requires him to ſet * th; or, through 15 W matter When the 
intereſt of the Party requires him to conceal. 0 th 5 


If theſe principles are juſt this part of your "evidenes muſt either be in- 


completely and ignorantly given, or incompletely and diſhoneſtly given; fince 
you have not informed us, whether your Daughter has, or has not, continued 
to viſit the Defendant from the time of your Wite's death, to the time of 
your examination ; nor have vou given 0 reaſons for withholding ſuch 
info mation from us. | 
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Did you, and when, * And this Deponent faith, he knew, and was wi 1 
know any, and which, of with, the Defendant's Brother, Salteld Jahn Proctor (uu 5e was an 
the ſaid Defendant's rela- O cer in the Navy) and bore a good mew goa and alſo with Mre. 
tions, or not? If Vea, ſet Kobley, hey Siſter, who was @ woman of good charatter, and was. 
forth their 1 and places married to Neviſe on Robley, Eſq. deceaſed, late Marſhal, or Aﬀeciat. 1 
of abode. d, or did not, to Lord Chief e 2 ; and Mrs. Robley lived in Cary 
the ſaid Defendant's rela- Areet, where- fbe died about ten years ago and ſaith, the ſa'd De- 
tions, or any and which of fendant's ſaid Brother and Sifler took great —— ce of the Fa D. 
them, viſit her, or any fendant; and there was, as Deponent believes, af appeared 10 

otherwiſe, and how, take this Debonent, great affettion betrgeen the _ Defendant and hir 
, notice of her, or not 1 aid Brather and Sifter, _ 


This mird and laſt '+ 8” Ja will be fully a in another lewor 
and I ſet it down here merely with a view of ſhewing that the matter in 
queſtion is a ſubject on which you" are ms to give any _ $ Nr ops 
rather than drag on”. | 


- Havidg, as 1 flatter ſelf, "cheat then thr: you kane 1 in no part gf i 
your Depoſition, given your opinion touching the virtue and chaſtity of the 
Defendant; and having thrown, as it were, the ſhadow of ſuſpicion on your 
evidence, I now come io make a particular charge againſt you; but muſt firſt 
remind you of the principles which I before laid down with regard to 
evidence, circumſtanced as there ſtated, and the concluſion which I drew 
from them with regard to your Depoſition ; namely, that, that part of your 
evidence, there particularly noticed, muſt either be eee and 
er given; or, incompletely and dj ſoonefely given. 


Of now, Mr. Vernon, I do inſiſt, . in the mann of ns, 1768, deins 
chree years and an half before your examination in this Cauſe, your Daughter, 
from a thorough conviction that the Defendant was a looſe and diforderly 
woman, did defift from viſiting her; and that ſhe, fo and in ſuch manner, 
deſiſted from viftting her, to your e and wich Jour approbation. 


This charge falls heavy on you: - your Female Aſſociates, the Ladies 
abovementioned, _ perceive the weight of it; nor will they admit you to their 
tea - tables till you have anſwered it. They alſo expect an anſwer to every 
other part of this letter. By complying with their demands, you may perhaps 
clear yourſelf from the charge of diſhoneſty which I now bring againſt you; 
and then all that I have here ſaid will do nothing more than ſubject you to 
the imputation of having made a very ſilly Depoſition, and of wanting ca- 
pacity to ſerve your friend as effectually as Mrs. Northam, Mrs Tingry, Mrs. 
Armorer, and all the reſt of the whack, have done. | 


October, 1772. as roo | P. MAWHOOD.. 
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FOURTH INTERROGATORY. 


« Have | you had any knowledge of, or intimacy or acquaintance with, the ſaid 


Defendant, or not? If Yea, how long have you had ſuch knowledge of, er intimacy 
or acquaintance with, her? What character has the ſaid Defendant bore during ſuch 
time as you have had a knowledge of, or intimacy or acquaintance with, her? Has, 
or has ſhe not, been confidered or reputed to be a woman of virtue and chaſtity, or not, 


during all, or any part of, ſuch time as you have had a knowledge of, or intimacy or 


acquaintance with, her? Have you, or not, and have any other and what perſon or 
perſons, and whom by name, viſited the ſaid Defendant, or not? If Yea, where, and 
at what time and times, did you and the ſaid other perſons, or any, and which of them, 


viſit the ſaid Defendant? If the ſaid Defendant had been, or reputed to be, a perſon of 
a blemiſhed character, would you or not, and would the ſaid other perſons, as you know 


or believe, have viſited the faid Defendant, or not? Did you, and when, know any, 
and which, of the ſaid Defendant's Relations, or not? If Yea, ſet forth their Names 
and Places of abode ? Did, or did not, the ſaid Defendant's Relations, or any, and 
which, of them, viſit her, or any otherwiſe, and how, take notice of * | 2 od 0 


DEPOSITION. 


_ 15 the fourth and laſt Interrogatories, this Deponent ſaith, That during the- 


time this Deponent hath known and been acquainted with the ſaid Defendant, ſhe always 
bore a very good character; and that the ſaid Defendant was, during that time, as 


Deponent believes, conſidered and reputed to be, a woman of virtue and chaſtity :- 


Deponent having never heard to the contrary, except from the Complainant, who, about- 


| four years ago, caſt ſome reflections on her character; which Deponent then thought, 


and believed, and now thinks and believes, were malicious and groundleſs: for this 


| Dyponent faith, the Defendant uſed frequently to viſit this Deponent's Wife, for thirteen 


or fourteen years, in her life-time, and down to her death; which happened in the 
month of September, in the year one thouſand ſeven hundred and ſixty-five; and there 
was an intimacy between them and Deponent ; and this Deponent's ſaid Wife (as he 


believes) looked upon and eſteemed the ſaid Defendant to be an honeſt virtuous 


perſon ; or this Deponent's Wife, or this Deponent, would not have had any intimacy 


with the {aid Defendant; and the Defendant, fince the death of this Deponent's Wife, 


has frequently paid and received vifits from thts Deponent, and Deponent's Daughter: 
and this .Deponent faith, he knew, and was well acquainted with, the Defendant's. 


| Brother, Salkeld John Proctor (who was an Officer in the Navy) and bore a good 
character; and alſo with Mrs. Robley, her Siſter, who was a woman of good character, 


and was married to Neviſon Robley, Eſq. deceaſed, late Marſhal, or Aſſociate, to Lord 
Chief Juſtice Mansfield ; and Mrs. Robley lived in Cary-Street, where the died, abour 
ten years ago; and faith, the ſaid Defendant's ſaid Brother and Siſter took great notice 


ol the ſaid Defendant ; and there was, as Deponent believes, and as appeared to this 


Deponent, great affection between the ſaid Defendant and her faid Brother and Siſter. 


_— 


LETTER THE SECOND. 
Mz. VERNON, . Yu ork 


3 IN conſequence of my promiſe in my former Letter, I 
have confidered of what you have depoſed to the third diviſion of the 
| Interrogatory adminiſtered to you; and find it to be, in one inſtance, noto- 
riouſly defective; and, in another inſtance, notoriouſly falſe: but before I 

enter into a diſcuſſion of theſe matters, I think it not improper to make the 
following obſervation. 0 OR ROO 2) Ot, gl 9 5 


In reſpect to the opinion which has been entertained and propagated ſince 
the publication of my former letter, namely, That the Interrogatory and 
Depoſition are both children of the ſame father; and alſo in reſpect to tho 
doubt that has ariſen in the minds of many candid perſons, viz. which of 
theſe two comely babes was the firſt-born; as they are mere matter of 
furmiſe and conjecture, I pay no regard to them: nevertheleſs,. from the 
known intimacy which ſubſiſts between you and the ingenious draftſmen who 
figned the Interrogatories; and from the warm zeal' which you have both 
manifeſted in the fervice of the injured fair one, who is the ſubje of them; 
a preſumption: naturally arifes, that you ſaw the Interrogatories before they 
were lodged at the Examiner's Office; and of courſe came ſufficiently pre- 
| pared to throw light on the matters in queſtion, and to give uſeful and pointed 
information to that court, in which you have ſo long practiſed as a Solicitor.— 
But to proceed to the inquiry eee . 


FOURTH INTERR:0: GATOR... 


Tai and laſt DivIsiox. „ͤöͥh˖ NN ¶¶ oO ATE FOOTY, 
Did you, and when, And this Deponent ſaith, he knew, aad was well acquainted 
know any, and which, of with, the Defendant's Brother, Salkeld Fohn Proctor (who was an: 
the {aid Defendant's rela- Officer in the Navy) and bore a grad character; and alſo with Mrs. 
tions, or not? If Yea, ſet Robley, her Sifter, who was a woman , good character, and was 
forth their names and places. married ta Newiſon Robley, Eſq. deceaſed, late Adarfhal, or Aſſociate, 
of abode. Did, or did not, to Lerd Chief-Fuſtice Mansfield; and Mrs. Robley lived in Cary- 
the. ſaid Defendant's. rela- „rect, where be died about ten years ago : and ſaith, the Defendant's 
tions, or any, and which, ſaid Brother and Siſter took great notice of the ſaid Defendant ; and 
of them, viſit her, or any there was, as Deponent believes, and as appeared to this Deponent, 
otherwiſe, and how, take great aſfection between the ſaid Defendant and ber ſaid Brother and 
notice of her, or not? . 6 

= | You: 
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| You are aſked, whether you did know any, and which, of the Defendant's 
relations; and, whether-mhey did take any, and what, notice of her; and 
ven you did Kndw them. Vou ſay that you did know the Defendant's bro- 
ther, Salkeld John Procter, and that he took great notice of her; but you 
do not ſay when you did know him. | LAS WE OS NE FI 


4.1 endet, wilt nene 1 | 
© Im inclined to think that if Mrs. Anne Armorer, whom J mentioned. to 


you in my former letter, had Known Salkeld John Proctor, and had made 
the ſame obſervations on his behaviour towards his ſiſter as you ſeem to have 
done, the would not have omitted to mark the time when ſhe knew him, 
and when ſhe made thoſe obſervations. She would alſo, in all probability, 
have informed us of the unhappy event which put an end to this affectionate 
intercourſe between the Defendant and her ſaid brother, and when or about 
What time ſuch event happened; or, in caſe ſhe had been unable to ſet forth 
the two laſt mentioned particulars, ſhe would have thought it neceſſary to 


declare the cauſe of her diſability. | 


.* a 


fully as he is able, every lawful queſtion contained in an Interrogatory ſigned 
by counſel and folemaly adminiſtered to him? Do you think that a Depoſition, 
on which the property, perhaps the bread, of the parties depends, ought to 
reſemble the flimſy dialogue which well enough ſerves the purpoſes of common 
converſation? When the ſtories; of an old woman are formed into depoſition, ' 
we have little hope from her evidence; but when a Solicitor comes forth as 
a witneſs, our attention is awakened; we expect to ſee our difficulties 
removed; the miſt which has ariſen from the inaccuracies of other witneſſes, 
diſpelled; and light ruth in upon us. How have you diſappointed us! 
Your Depoſition does not confiſt of clear and diſtin anſwers, to clear and 
diſtin queſtions; but is àa continued chain of idle prattle, excellently well 
adapted to the fire- ſide of your miſtreſs; but made up of materials ſo looſely 
wrought together, that the rude hand of examination tears it to tatters, to 
very rags. Ree EDI adds : 


FO IT HECE | DEST DI Sa F 1 . %%» Xo | th 2 4 E es. 24 4485 
1 Do you want to be informed. that it is the duty of a witneſs to anſwer, as 


In defence of the. paſſage above noticed, you will perhaps deny that ya 
ſaw the Interrogatories before they were lodged at the Examiner's Oflice, 
and will perhaps ſay, that a queſtion with regard to time being ſuddenly put 

to Ju, you could not give an immediate anſwer to it; and that therefore this 

defect in your evidence is excuſable. I do allow that ſuch an argument 
might ſerve as an apology for a man who ſtands in the ſtreets inviting people 
to walk in and ſee the wild beaſts; but it cannot be admitted as an excuſe 
for you, who know very well that you might have left your Depoſition 


unfiniſhed 


„ 


ANUAPPRAL TO Tar PUBLIG «wr 


enfrriſhed; and taken time to recollect vourſelf. Vou might mY hve 
difcourſet on this matter with the Defendant, your! near neighbour; with 
whom, as I have heard from perſons in your family, you have frequent 
meetings; and, having by theſe obvious and eaſy means refreſhed your 
memory, might have offered yourſelf a ſecond time for examination. An 
anſwer of ſome kind you could certainly have given, and an anſwer of ſome 
kind was indiſpenfibly required from you; fince a want of ſufficiency, glaring 

as this is, in a Depoſition delivered by a Solicitor, either denotes 1 anne 
anbecoming A OPT } or noun ion, unbecniag a man. 2 10 


Happy would it be for you, could you plead ee . that plea, 
hn is inadmiſſible—The Interrogatory is, throughout the whole of it, 
particularly inquiſitive with regard to time.—You are aſked, Firſt, Whether 
the Defendant has bore a good character, during all, or any part of, ſuch 
teme as you have been acquainted with her.  decondly, You are aſked, if you, 
or any other perfons, and whom, have viſited her, and at what, time or 
times.” Thirdly, Whether you did know any, and which, of her relations; 
and when you did know them. —You could not, therefore, overlook a queſtion 
reſpecting time. Time, who, like an apparition, is ſtill before your eyes, 


which way ſoever m_ turn e and haunts N e every 8 0 of 
the Interrogatory. 


Upon the whole, your Depoſition is, in this: nne 3 
deſective; and gives room for a conjecture, that you ſuppreſſed your 
knowledge of the matter in queſtion, from an opinion that ſuch concealment 
was conducive to the intereſt of the party whoſe cauſe you have ſo warmly 
| and ſo wiſely . Ra Wei But to 80 on to we veſt . eee 


You fay t that yo 3 and was 15 acquainted. with; Mrs. Robley, 
the Defendant's ſiſter; and that ſhe took: great notice of the Defendant: and 
further you ſay, that Mrs. Robley died about ten years before your examina- 
tion in this Cauſe. Now the truth is, that you was examined on the 23d of 
December, 1771, and that Mrs. Robley died fifteen years and eight months 
before that time, as appears by the deli Certificate. 


The Certificate of Mrs. R O BLE Ys Burial. 


Paul's Covent-Garden, in the Liberty of Weſtminſter. 


| Theſe are to certify, that, Mary, wife of Neviſon Robley, from St. 
Clement-Dane's, was buried on the twenty-ſecond day of April, one 
thouſand ſeven hundred and fifty-fix, as appears by the Regiſter-book of 
Burials in this Pariſh. Witneſs my hand this 26th day of September, 1772. 


William Swanwick, Pariſh Clerk and Wie. 
Lou 
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1 4 # 
bye es 


You have then ſwore to a falſehood ; and it ſeems to be incumbent on 
to clear up this matter to the Public ; as ſome perſons may be inclined to think 


that you did it wilfully and with a corrupt defign—a deſign to defraud me 
of my property ; that you, and your miſtreſs, might enjoy the triumph, and 


riot in the ſpoil. —The reaſons which may induce them to be of this opinion, 


are as follow). 


The death of an intimate acquaintance makes a ſtrong impreſſion on the 
mind, and is always accompanied in our memory by many trifling circum- 


| Nances, which enable us to recollect, with ſome degree of exactneſs, the 


time when that event happened: by converſing frequently with the ſurviving 
relations, we of rn bigs it occaſionally ſpoken of, ſo that our memory 
is from time to time refreſhed, and even furniſned with additional circum- 
ſtances, and further matter of aſſiſtance. But if it ſhould ſo have been, that 
this deceaſed friend was a married woman; and that our intimacy with her 
huſband, who ſurvived her a few years only, induced him to diſtinguiſh us 


by truſt and by executorſhip; and that the books, papers, writings and effects 
of the family came to our care and diſpoſal; in ſuch a fituation, variety of 


aſſiſtant circumſtances muſt neceſſarily have occurred; and the time of her 


death, as well as of his, muſt live in our memory, expreſſed in characters 
indelible, and laſting as the tablet on which they are engraved. 15 


9 How comes it then that you, on this occaſion, appear ſo void of the ordi- 


nary feelings of nature; ſo deſtitute of the common powers of memory !— 
It appears by your Depoſition, that you was intimate with Mrs. Robley to 

the time of her death; that during the life-time of your wife, who ſurvived 
Mrs. Robley above nine years, you was intimate with the Defendant, Mrs. 
Robley's fiſter; and, that you have frequently viſited the Defendant ſince 
your wife's death. It is alſo a fact, that you was intimate with Mrs. Robley's 
huſband, Mr. Neviſon Robley, who furvived her between four and five years, 
and died in the month of January, 1761*, eleven years before your exa- 


mination in this Cauſe, leaving you a truſtee and executor of his will T. 


* The Certificate of Mr. NEVISON ROBLEY's Burial, 
Theſe are to certify thoſe whom it may concern, that Neviſon Robley, 
Eſq. aged fifty years, from St. 1 was buried in the pariſh 
church- yard of Paddington, in the county of Middleſex, January the 21ſt, 
1761, as appears by the regiſter- book of the ſaid pariſh for burials. 
| Extracted this 8th day of December, 172. 
William Morel, Curate and Clerk in Orders. 


1 Extra? from the Regiſter of Dottor's Commons. | 


The Will of Neviſon Robley is dated July 1758; proved in 1761: exe- 
cutors and truſtees are Henry Waſtell, William Robley, and Johx VERNON. 
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Nevertheleſs, with all theſe advantages, all this aſſiſtance given to your 
memory, you have made a horrid miſtake—a miſtake which your friends 
may perhaps endeavour to palliate, by urging the extraordinary weakneſs of 
your retentive faculties, and your inability to anſwer queſtions ſuddenly put 
to you; but they can never juſtify your inattention to the calls of juſtice, in 
declining to make inquiry afterwards, and neglecting to offer yourſelf a 
ſecond time for examination. —Your integrity muſt therefore be ſuſpected; 
and the more ſo, as the circumſtances of the caſe in queſtion between the 
parties add weight to the ſuſpicion. But before I fay any thing more on this 
head, I think it neceflary to premiſe that you was well acquainted with the 
merits of the Cauſe; having avowedly acted in it, for upwards of two years, 
as the Defendant's Solicitor, and having filed for her two anſwers. .,... To 


proceed 


| Yeu have ſworn that Mrs. Robley died about ten years before your exa- 

mination.— Now it happens, that a bond for five hundred pounds, which 

the Defendant, by her anſwer, ſwears to have been given to her by me, as 
a conſideration for the non-performance of a promiſe of marriage, was 
executed about ten years before your examination, viz. in the month of Auguſt, 
1762: and it appears to me, that your evidence, as it now ſtands, is more 
favourable to the caſe which the Defendant has made by her anfwer, than it 
would have been, had you declared the truth, and ſaid, that Mrs. Robley 
died in April, 1756; which was fix years and four months before the bond 


was executed. 


If you differ from me in opinion, and think that the caſe of the Defendant 
derives no advantage from this falſehood, publiſh the pleadings, ſtate your 
argument, and I will anſwer t:—þut not till you have paid due reſpect to 
my former letter, relative to the other parts of your Depoſition. 


January, 1773. | | | 
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2 I RECEIVED the topple, e med ge which you feds to me, „ by 
Mr. Boucher, ſome ſhort time before the 2 of the Cauſe, begging me 


to be aſſured, that you was in no way concerned or conſulted in it; and am 


much ſurpriſed, that you ſhould afterwards be ſo inadvertent as to give * 


felf the lie, by addreſſing one of my agents, after the Cauſe was heard, 


the following words: Do you confider, that WE can bring an — 5 


3 againſt your client, for having made an unjuſt attack on the Defendant's. 


«< character What foundation there is for ſuch an action, or for ſuch a 
threat, will appear from my next letter, in which I ſhall give a ſtate of the 


| evidence on each ſide of this queſtion; 2 with EE account of What 


paſſed at the W Uh of the Cauſc. 


LETTER 


(19) 


LETTER THB THIRD. 
Mx. y E R N 0 N, 


Soo af aber the hearing of this Cauſe, 1 was informed 

5 by my agents who attended on that occaſion, that my counſel having declined 

to enter into the evidence on my behalf given, one of the counſel on the 

part of the Defendant acquainted the court, that I had made an unſuc- 

ceisful attempt to impeach her character, and that ſeveral perſons of 

good repute, particularly Mr. Vernon, an eminent Solicitor, had 9 in 
her favour. ry 


: 


There you came forth with credit, and there you ſhould have let the 
matter reſt —Senfible however as this moderation would have been, it did 
not ſuit the livelineſs of your temper; no, you Sir, as I have been well 
Informed, you Sir, this eminent Solicitor, have frequently fince that day of 
triumph accuſed me of the i impropriety above-mentioned, and have threatened 
to bring an action againſt me for it: I therefore think it incumbent on me to 
publiſh a ſtate of the evidence on each fide of this queſtion, ane to wipe 

19 the W e which has been caſt . me. 


| Here then follows a ſtate of the evidence. But it may not perhaps be 

| improper to premiſe, that the Bill charges the Defendant to be a looſe and 
diſorderly woman; and the Defendant, by her Anſwer, inſiſts that ſhe is a 
woman of unblemiſhed character; that a contract of marriage had for ſeveral 
years ſubſiſted between her and me; and that ſhe ever entertained an 
expectation that I would marry her, till within a ſhort time before our W 
ration, Which e in the month of Auguſt, 1766. 


In regard to your own 1 as 1 have formerly made 9 * 
ſervations upon it, I ſhall only add, that the general turn and ſtyle of your | 
evidence, and in particular the ſtudious manner in which you avoid giving 
your opinion concerning the virtue and chaſtity of the Defendant, do, in my 
N50 judgment, make Krongly, very DEP againſt dar 
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Vril, 1764, to the 


h of November 


AN APPEAL TO THE PUBLIC. 
Proofs made by Plaintiff of the Defendant's looſe and diſorderly Behaviour. 


THIS Witneſs ſpeaks firſt as to his own obſervation and knowledge of 
Defendant; and ſays, That when he firſt knew her, ſhe kept a lodging-- 
-houſe in Devereux-Court, which ſhe let in ſeveral apartments to ſingle gen- 
tlemen; ſays, That ſhe was then a looſe and diſorderly woman, and given to 
lewdneſs, and that he always deſpiſed her on that account; he then ſpeaks as 
to her general character, and fays, That ſhe was looked upon and eſteemed 
ſo to be in her neighbourhood. 5 F 
NM. B. It appears, by Defendant's Anſwer, that Plaintiff had no acquain- 
tance of any kind with her, till ſhe left Devereux-Court, and went to live. 
in Southampton-Building. — © | 5 


This Witneſs then goes on and gives a particular inſtance of her lewdneſs, 


in the following words: Having occaſion to wait on Plaintiff (who then lodged. 


at Defendant's houſe in Somthampton-Buildings, Holborn) ſhe the Defendant: 


defired this Deponent to walk in and fit down in the parlour, and took occa- 


ſion to aſk him ſeveral queſtions relative to his family, and particularly how 


many chitdren he had had by his wife; to which this Deponent made anſwer, 
Nine or ten; and thereupon ſhe expreſſed herſelf in the following words, 
(chat is to ſay) Surely your wife muſt have had a vaſt deal of pleaſure from. 


you; but that is a pleaſure I never knew, and ſhould long to know; and. 


* 


then ſhe . her hand upon this Deponent's thigh, and this Deponent; 


well underftood her meaning; but Plaintiff ringing his bell, put an end 
to all further converſation between them, and this Deponent. left Defendant, 


and went up ſtairs to Plaintiff, 


Says, That during the time that he lived with Plaintiff as His ſervant, at 
the Defendant's honfe, in Southampton-Buildings, the Defendant. was looked 


upon and eſteemed in the neighbourhood to Be a looſe and diſorderly 
woman, and that he has reafon to believe that ſhe was ſo; he. ſays, That at 
ſeveral times in Plaintiff's abſence, he ſaw fome men come to ſee her in 


her parlour, and never more than one at a time, and that he believes ſhe 
kept ſuch perſons company in a lewd and vicious way, for that the door of 


the parlour'in which ſhe and any one of ſuch perſons were, was. frequently 
faſtened on the inſide, and that when he this Deponent wanted a table- 


cloth or other things for his maſter's uſe, he has obſerved it fo to be; ſays, 
That he then uſed to knock, upon which ſhe opened the door, and gave 
him what he wanted; ſays, That when Plaintiff came home, he always went 
up ſtairs into his own: room, and that ſhe then opened her door, and let ſuch: 
vifitor out at the ftreet-door ; and ſays, That Defendant frequently gave him 


of it, and would often make him drink a glaſs of wine with her.. _ 


| half crowns and ſhillings, and defired him not to tell his maſter any thing 


AN APPEAL TO THE PUBLIC. 


Says, That Defendant having the keys of the cellar where Plaintiff's wine 


was, Defendant ufed to take many bottles of wine from thence, wherewith 
the treated her viſitors, and ſometimes would give him, this Deponent, the 
keys, and defire him to bring up the wine, and not to ſay any thing thereof, 
or of her having any company, to his maſter, by which means ſhe diſpoſed 
of great quantities of his wine. 0 * 2 . 5 


; Says, That he ſerved: Phintiff as a coachman for one year, in or about 
the year 1764, when Plaintiff lodged in Defendant's houſe in Southampton- 
Buildings; ſays, That it was the common talk of the neighbourhood at that 


time, that ſhe had for ſeveral years chiefly ſupported herſelf by receiving. 
and keeping company with variety of perſons in a lewd or vicious way, and 


that he this Deponent, never heard ſuch reports contradicted by any perfon 


7 whatſoever; and fays, That he did not live with Plaintiff at Defendant's 


| houſe, but occaſionally went in there every day, and frequented the public- 
houſes in that neighbourbood. ld. 5 LW 


| Witneſſes examined by Defendant in Favour of her Charafter. 


| STRONG are the proofs which have been made of her diſorderly beha- | 


viour; ſtrong, therefore ſhould: be the evidence which attempts to counteract 


them; now it happens that the evidence here produced (thanks to the blun- 
dering hand that figned the Interrogatories) is made up of matters ſo in- 


judicouſly collected and thrown together, that it deſtroys itſelf, and falls a 
victim to its Inconfiſtency, For the purpoſe of making good this aſſertion, 
TI ſhall fate ſeveral. circumſtances which are ſet forth in the Depofitions 


of ſeveral. of the Defendant's witneſſes, relative to her fituation whilſt Flodged: 


with her; and ſhall then ſubmit it to the reader, Whether a woman ſo 


ſituated is entitled to the character which ſhe contends for, and which ſhe has ; 


endeavoured. to prove herſelf to. be now in poſſeſſion of. 


It appears by the evidence of this Witnefs, that in the months of May, A—a tradeſinas 
Temple, Eſq. a gentleman of fortune, | 


June and July, in the year 1766, — 
made his addreſſes to the Defendant ; but what the nature of thoſe addreſſes 
was, whether honourable or criminal, is not expreſsly declared; nor is it 
a matter neceſſary to be conſidered in thoſe lights at preſent, as J ſet it 
down here merely with a view of ſhewing that, ſo lately as in the year 
1766, the perſonal attractions of the Defendant were ſuch as drew upon her 


the notice of a. gentleman. of fortune, and created in him a defire of poſ- 


ſeſſing her .. 


It 


An enquiry rel 
tive to the wins 
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C—a coachman | 
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from 


in queſtion; if it will bear this conſtruction; I am, I confeſs, ſurpriſed that 


ſo impreſſed with an opinion of her chaſtity, as to venture forth into a court 


The abſurdity of ſuch reaſonings— 


AN APPEAL TO THE PUBLIC. 


It further appears, by the evidence of theſe women-ſervants, who lived 
with the Defendant previous to the event above- mentioned, that the Plaintiff 
| lodged and boarded with the Defendant, and that no other perſon baarded 
with her; that Plaintiff uſed to be in the Defendant's parlour, and generally 
dined with her there; that he had the entire command of every thing, and 
did as he pleaſed with the whole houſe; that the Defendant ſhunned. ſociety, 
on account of her being conſtantly employed in waiting and attending 
upon the Plaintiff; and that ſhe did every thing ſor him (except ſome 
trifles which his ſervant did) that Plaintiff was ſometimes in good health, 
at other times ſlighily difordered, and in thoſe diſorders eat his victuals 
OOF, AA os 1 


Here then is the picture of a woman who is an object of deſire, active 
and full of ſpirit, conſtantly attendant upon a man who is in a common 
degree healthy, fitting, eating, and drinking with him, ſubmiſſive to his 
controul, Me for him all offices, ſupplying him with every con- 
veniency, every domeſtic comfort, and yet theſe women-ſervants perceive 

nothing particular in the ſituation; they never heard of the promiſe of 

marriage which the Defendant has ſworn to by her Anſwer; nor did they, 
good ſouls, ſuſpect that a criminal amour ſubſiſted between the parties; but 
all cry out, as it were with one voice, that the Defendant acted as an honeſt, 
virtuous, and induſtrious woman. CE TS et „„ 3 Was 

I do not mean to enter into controverſy on the doubtful ſignifications of 
particular words, and ſhall therefore not attempt to make any pointed 
objection to the above expreſſion—acted as an honeſt, virtuous, and induſtrious 

woman; but ſhall only ſay, that it appears to me to be a particular and con- 
ftrained expreſſion. It may perhaps be underſtood by many people to mean, 
that they eſteemed her to be a woman of virtue and chaftity : if it will not 
bear this conſtruction, it is inadequate to the purpoſe of clearing up the point 


| theſe Witneſſes could retain in their minds circumſtances which throw the 
ſtrongeſt ſuſpicions on the Defendant's character, and at the fame time be 
of juſtice, and, ſwearing by their God, deliberately deliver that opinion. 
hut let theſe ſimpletons paſs without 
It is needleſs to arraign ſentiments which fland felf-. 


further notice. 
condemned. . „„ r etnads. 
She next brings nine perſons, chiefly her neighbours, tradeſmen and 
tradeſmen's wives; who, after having fully ſpoke to the goodneſs of her 
general character, ſpeak fully as to the good opinion which they.themſelves 
entertain of her virtue and chaſtity. | 


Now 


AN APPEAL T © THE PUBLIC. 


Now it is very temarkable, (particular as the ſinativh of the Defenaine 0 


appears to have heen, from the evidence of the women above-· mentioned) 


| that it ſhould have efcaped general notice. One ſhould have imagined, that | 
2 fingularity of her conduct would have been a tale for every goſſip in 


every houſe of the neighbourhood ; but that it ſeems was not the caſe: it is 


impoſſible that the Witneſſes laſt noticed could ever have heard of the facts 


to light by the evidence before ſtated. They are perſons beiter 
inſtructed, and more practiſed in the affairs of the world, than women 
ſervants of the loweſt claſs; and therefore, had they been acquainted with. 
the extraordinary regulations of this family, they would certainly have had 
thoſe doubts and theſe fuſpicions which perſons of common underſtanding. 


and common knowledge, how mans £ entertain of women circumſtanced as . 


the Defendant was. 

It appears then, that the firſt claſs of Wineffes were perſons totally 
uninformed, and deſtitme of the common powers of reaſoning; and that the 
ſecond claſs were totally unacquainted with the way of life and fitvation of 
the Defendant. It muſt therefore be admitted, that the opinion of the one 
was raiſed on a bad foundation; and * the 2 2 75 the other had no 
foundation at all. 1 5 N 

Thave chofer to conſider this Depoſition fepirately, on account of a cir- 
cumſtance before hinted at, which diſtinguiſhes his evidence from the evidence 
given by the reſt of the Defendant's witnefles. Trifling and ridiculous. as 


| this circumſtance appears to me to be, I will ſet it down in his own words. 
This Witneſs, after having fully ſpoke to her chaſtity,” goes on and ſays, That 


one ——— Temple, Eſq. a gentleman of fortune, made his addrefles to 
Defendant, and Deponent's wife ſpoke to Defendant about him, but De- 
fendant told Deponent that ſhe was engaged to Mr. Mawhood, and therefore 


could not admit of Mr. T emple's addrefles; and faid, Mr. Temple told 
Deponent and bis wife, that it did not fignify his ſaying in town, for 
Mrs. Mann could not receive his addreſſes, as ſhe was engaged to 


Mr. Mawhood ; and faith, That ſuch ſaid Mr. Temple's addreſſes to 


Mrs. Mann, were in the months of "aps . and July, "ow. as he 


believes as to the time. 


Having ſet down dis ſtrange ſtory, I beg Wer to! rnake an Fenn 


or two upon it. 
to the Defendant. One - 
be found -t is a deſcription of nobody 
made his add reſſes to the Defendant !——Good. But what was the nature 
of thoſe addrefles ? Were oy addreſſos in the may of W 


-He ſays, That one Temple, Eſq. made his addreſſes 


were, | 


A—a tradeſman 


Temple, Eſq. Who is he? Where is he to 
ben Eſquire Nobody then 


If they 


as before deſeri 
in margin. 


AN APPEAL TO THE PUBLIC. 

were, the Witneſs ſhould have ſaid ſo, The Eſquire may be a man of 

intrigue, and might not perhaps have altogether ſo good an opinion of the 

Defendant's virtue, as ſome of her neighbours have.—lntrigue, cries the 
Witneſs angrily, my wife and I are perſons of credit, and would not have 

been concerned in any ſuch buſineſs -I do admit it —But that is not a 


matter before the court: the credit of A, an emiment tradeſman, will not 


ſupply the defects of hig evidence, any more than the credit of Mr. Vernon, 
an eminent ſolicitor, will ſuppy the defects which have been formerly pointed 
out in kis evidence. However, be theſe matters as they may, the Defendant 


it ſeems rejected the Eſquire's addrefles, faying, That ſhe was engaged to 5 


the Plaintiff.— True: but how was ſhe engaged? Various are the modes 
in which ſhe might be engaged to the Plaintiff.— The particular mode of 
her engagement ſhould therefore have been ſpecified.—In ſhort, this ſtory. 
is, in all its parts, ſo unhappily expreſſed, that it proves nothing, it ſignifies 
nothing; and that misfortune is the more to be lamented, as this is the only 
attempt that the Defendant has made to prove the promiſe of marriage 
which ſhe has ſworn to by her Anſwer, or to ſhew any damage that ſhe 
has ſuſtained by ſuch ſuppoſed contract. a Lov 5 
CONTRARIETIES of EVIDENCE 
IT appears, from the evidence of all the women-ſervants abovementioned, that 
they never ſaw any viſitors come to ſee and viſit the Defendant (except two young 
ladies from Somerſet-Houſe), and that The never went abroad but once during the 
whole time that zhey lived with her (except to market). The reader is pleaſe to ob- 
ſerve, that the ſpace of time here intended to be ſpecified by theſe women, conſiſts of 
two years and eight months, as appears before in the margin,—Now let us ſee what the 
reſt of her Witneſſes ſay on this head. Treo of them ſay only that they occaſionally 
called upon her as neighbours ; but no lefs than fix of them fay that they have been 
intimate with her for ſeveral years (none of them for leſs than fourteen years); and it 
ſeems to appear, from their evidence, that they viſited her, and ſhe viſited them, in 
the common kind of way in which friends and acquaintance uſually affociate and con- 
verſe with each other: no intermiſſion of intimacy is expreſſed, nor any idea that the 
Defendant was at any time under particular reſtraint or confinement. You too, Mr. 
Vernon, your wife and daughter, were all (as you ſay) very intimate with her durin 
the time aforeſaid ; and one ſhould imagine, from your evidence, that a great deal ke 
viſiting went on amongſt you ; nevertheleſs, if credit is to be given to the depoſitions 
of the women-ſervants before ſtated, neither you, nor your witt, nor your daughter, 
nor any of theſe ſix intimate friends, ever came to viſit the Defendant during the time 
that they, theſe women, lived with her; and ſhe, the Defendant, made but one ſingle 
viſit, during the ſeveral periods of time before ſpecified. _ : 


VN. B. It appears in evidence that the Defendant. has near relations living in London; 
but none of them were examined by her. a 


p. MAW HOOD. 


September, 1773. 
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LETTER THE FOURTH. 


— 


Ma. VE RN ON, 


. IAS greatly furpriſed, after this Cauſe had been 
heard, to find that my proofs had not been produced; and the more fo, 
as a conſiderable part F 4 my Bill ſtands diſmiſſed with coffs. The Solicitor- 

General was my leading counſel; and although I have had _— 
opportunities of admiring his abilities, I have not been able to perſuade 
myſelf to agree with him in opinion on the ſubje& in queſtion ; and do till 
entertain a thought that my proofs, or at leaſt ſome of them, are proper, 
and ought to have been ſubmitted to the judgment of the Court. 


In regard to the converſations which have paſſed between me and my 
_ Solicitor on that matter, I think it unneceflary to ſet them down in this 
Letter: it is at preſent enough to ſay, that I uſed my beſt endeavours to 
procure a re-hearing of the Cauſe, and that thoſe endeavours were ineffec- 
tual “. Diſappointed, therefore, in my expectations, and at the ſame time 
inclined to think that I was well intitled to avail myſelf of the proceeding 
which I had contended for, I determined to lay my Caſe before the Public ; 
and I flatter myſelf that my claim to ſuch appeal is the better warranted, 
as the rod of perſecution ſtill hangs over me; and my mind, Mr. Vernon, 
as well as my circumſtances, too ſeverely feels the weight of thoſe difficulties 
in which you, and your projecting friend the Counſellor, have wantonly 
involved me. If I have a right, I muſt ſuppoſe that I have a remedy; and 
my deſign in giving to the preſs the following Caſe, is founded on a hope 
that ſome perſon who ſhall happen to look it over, will kindly let me know 
JJ. V 


4 Should I, after all, have ventured too far, and ſhould the opinions which 5 
TI harbour be deemed erroneous, it will behove me, in terms as humble as 
language can ſupply, to implore the pardon of many learned and reſpectable 


* Such Readers of this Letter as are not learned in the Law, are requeſted to obſerve, That, 
when a Suitor of the Court of Chancery conceives himſelf to be aggrieved by a Decree of 
that Court, he has not his option either to be heard by himfelf, or by his Counſel ; as the 
only mode of Application for a re-hearing, is by Petition, and unleſs that Petition is ſigned 
by two Counſel, the practice of the Court forbids it to be received. 
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AN APPEAL TO THE PUBLIC. 
perſons, on whom my letters have been obtruded * : but if, on the other hand, 
it ſhall appear, that I have adopted ſentiments which are juſt and equitable, 


| humiliation will then be unneceflary; and my conduct, fingular as it is, 


will ſtand juſtified. Who is he that will not liſten to my complaints, if 1 
am interrupted in the exerciſe of my civil rights, and am not ſuftered to 
approach that great fountain of equity which flows in pureſt ſtreams, a 


common bleſſing, the birthright of the meaneſt Britiſh ſubje& / 


As I drew up this Caſe without aſſiſtance, and as J have for many years 


been unaccuſtomed to confider ſubjects of this nature, it is impoſſible for 
me to ſupppoſe that it is without defects: doubtleſs it has many; and, there- 
fore, the queſtion which I now propoſe, is not whether this is an accurate 


performance, and defenfible in all its parts, but whether, upon conſideration 


of the whole of the Caſe, I am, or am not intitled to a re-hearing. 


- F 1 8 Paravicini Mawhood, Plaintiff. 
iN CHANVERT. Dorothy Mann, Defendant. 


THAT Plaintiff filed his Bill in this honourable Court, for an injunction 


to ſtay the Defendant's proceedings at law on a Bond for 500%. given to her 


by Plaintiff; and likewiſe for an injunction to prevent her from bringing 


actions at law againſt Plaintiff, on account of any other demands which ſhe 


might have upon him; and praying alſo an account of monies had and 


received by her for Plaintiff's uſe. 


That the Plaintiff therein (amonſt | other things) ſets forth, That the 


Defendant kept a lodging-houſe in Southampton-Buildings, Chancery-Lane, 
Which ſhe let out in ſeveral apartments to ſingle gentlemen; and that Plaintiff | 


went to lodge with her there, 


That in the month of June, 1762, Plaintiff being at that time troubled 


with a violent vertigo, and conceiving himſelf to be in a very declining ftate 


of health, was minded to make ſome proviſion for the Defendant in caſe 
of his death; and did accordingly deliver to her the fum of 2504. which 


he directed her to carry to his Broker, and to order him to lay out the 
lame in Three per Cent. Conſolidated Annuities, in the Defendant's name; 
that the Defendant carried the ſame monies according to ſuch directions, 


and 300. of the ſaid ſtock was purchaſed therewith, in her the ſaid De- 


fendant's name. 8 
That Plaintiff, at the time of delivering ſuch monies to the ſaid Defendant, 
anade a verbal declaration of ſeyeral truſts in the Bill particularly mentioned, 
— — = 


AN APPEAL TO THE PUBLIC.. 


on' which the fald monies were to be fo depoſited i in the Bank ; but of this 
verbal declaration, Plaintiff has no proof. 


That ſome ſhort time afterwards, the Plaintiff wide a ; promiſe to De- 
fendant to advance 00. more to be depoſited in the Bank, on the ſame truſts, 
and in the ſame manner as the 250%. beforementioned had been depoſited; 
but Plaintiff at that time having no ready money, he gave to her a Bond 


for that ſum, payable in fix months, which Bond was dated in the month. 
of Auguſt, 1762. 


That ſoon after the execution of the ſaid Bond, Plaintiff received ſeveral: 
ſums of money, and by three different payments ſatisfied the ſaid Bond; 
repeating to her, at each time of payment, the truſts on which ſuch monies 
were to. be depoſited in the Bank as aforeſaid ; but that the ſaid Bond till. 
remains in the hands of the Defendant, for the reaſons i in the Bill mentioned. . 


| That in the month of March, 1763, the difbnder. i in Plaintiff's head being: 
very bad, and finding himſelf incapable of tranſacting buſineſs in the public 
offices on account thereof, and being minded to lay out ſuch further ſums of 
money as he ſhould become poſſeſſed of in Long Annuities, in his own- 
name, he did, on the 3oth of the ſame month, execute a Letter of Attorney, 
impowering the Defendant to purchaſe in his name, ſuch or ſo much of the 
ſaid Long Annuities as he ſhould from time to time, or at any time there- 
after direct her to purchaſe for him; and alſo i 0 her to receive the 
dividends which ſhould become due thereon. 


That by virtue of the ſaid Letter of Attorney, the Defendant did, on the 
5 zoth of March, purchaſe 50%. a year Long Annuities for Plaintiff, in his 


Own name. 5 


That in the month of May, 1763, the Defendant then being conſtituted an 
agent for the Plaintiff, for the purpoſes aforeſaid, he, the Plaintiff, did deliver 
to her the ſum of 130. directing her to lay out the fame in Long Annuities, | 
5 by virtue of the Letter of Attorney abovementioned, 


That in the month of Oober, 1763, he delivered to hee 990 more, with 
the ſame directions that he had before given relative to the ſaid 130%. but that 
the Defendant, inſtead of performing ſuch his orders, laid out the ſaid 130%. 

and goY. in Three per Cent. Conſolidated Annuities, i in her own name. 


That Plaintiff's Bill charges, That he do to her, from time to time, 
monies for the purpoſes of houſekeeping ; that he alſo, at different times, 
advanced to her, monies for the purpoſes of furniſhing him with other ods | 
2 fſaries; 
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AN APPEAL TO THE PUBLIC _ 
faries; that he intruſted her with a large quantity of wines, and that he left 
in her houſe when he quitted it, goods and effects to a confiderable amount; 
and prays an account of the ſeveral articles abovementioned. 


| The Plaintiff's Bill alſo charges, That the Defendant ſets up other demands 


againſt him beſide the Bond, and for which demands ſhe threatens to bring. 


* 


actions. OE 
| That Plaintiff did, by the advice of his then Counſel, Mr. Edmund Hoſkins 


and Mr. Arthur Jones, inſert in his ſaid Bill, a charge, that the Defendant 


* ver of Bill. 


K Anſwer filed, 8 
c ber, 1768, : 
ther Anſwer 


carried on unchaſte and unlawful commerce with divers perſons, not only during 
the time the Plamtiff hdged with her, but before he had any acquaintance with 


her at all. 


That the Plaintiff's Bill prays, That the Bond may be delivered up to 
be cancelled; and the ſeveral parcels of Three per Cent. Conſolidated An- 
nuities purchaſed by the Defendant, in her own name, previous to her being 
appointed by Plaintiff, his agent or attorney, for the purpoſe of accepting 

Long Annuities in his name, may be transferred to the Accountant-General 

of this Court, upon the ſeveral truſts in the Bill particularly mentioned; and 


that the two ſeveral parcels of Bank Annuitieg purchaſed by Defendant in 
her own name, contrary to Plaintiff's directions, and ſubſequent to the time 


of her being appointed his agent or attorney, for accepting Long Annuities, 
may be transferred to Plaintiff, or ſatisfaction made for the ſame, and that 
ſhe may come to an account with Plaintiff, touching the ſeveral matters 
| aforeſaid; and that ſhe may deliver to Plaintiff, all his goods and effects 
remaining in her cuſtody or power, and may make ſatisfaction to Plaintiff 


for all ſach particulars thereof as hath been ſold and diſpoſed of by her. 


promiſed to marry her at ſome future time; that Plaintiff went abroad in the 


year 1758, and returned back to her houſe in the month of February, 1762, 
and that ſhe then preſſed him to perform his promiſe, which he declined, 
on account of his being in a bad ſtate of health, but bound himſelf by oaths 
never to marry any other perſon, and repeatedly aſſured Defendant that he 
vould make her ſatisfaction for not marrying her, by giving or ſettling on her 


a great part of his fortune. 


| That Plaintiff, on the 10th of June, 1762, in purſuance of his ſaid promiſe, 
and with a view to prevent her from marrying any other perſon, did give to 
| s OE her 


That Defendant put in her Anſwer to the faid Bill, infiſting that the is 
woman of virtue and chaſtity ; that in the year 1752, Plaintiff came to lodge 
with her, and ſoon after his coming he made honourable love to her, and 


AN APPEAL 10 THE PUBLIC. 


her the ſum of 250. for her own uſe and benefit, and adviſed her to 10 out 
the ſame in Three per Cent. Conſolidated Annuities, which ſhe accordingly 
did, and purchaſed therewith 300, of the ſaid ſtock. 


That Plaintiff, ſome Wort time ade, promiſed to give or ſettle on 


her 500. more; but that Plaintiff having no ready money at that time, gave 


her a Bond for that fur, 1 Fu after, at three different * paid to her ; 


the ſum of 5004... 


| 


That Defendant at one | ſentence admits, and in another ſentence flatly de- 
nies, that the ſaid 500%. was paid in ſatisfaction of the Bond; and ſhe alſo 


denies that there was any verbal declaration of truſt made between them, 


relative either to the Bond, or the ſaid 500L. fo as aforeſaid advanced to her; 


but ſays, that the ſaid 500 74 was s given to her by Plaintiff, for her own 25 


and benefit. 


Admits that, on the zoth of March, 1763, Plaintiff Endortell a Letter of. 


Attorney to her, and that he fo did on account of his then bad ſtate of 


health; and that ſhe the Defendant did, by virtue thereof, purchaſe gog. 
a year Long Annuities for Plaintiff, in his own name ; but does not admit 


that ſuch Letter of Attorney impowered her to purchaſe for Plaintiff other 


Long Annuities, that he ſhould at any future time be minded to purchaſe. 


Admits that, fe lent to the date of the ſaid Letter of Attorne 25 ſhe re- 


ceived from Plaintiff the before- mentioned fams of 1 30%. and 90. and ſays 
that Plaintiff gave and delivered to her ſuch ſums, with directions to lay them 


out in her own name, in Three per Cent. Conſolidated Annuities, and not 


in Long Annuities, as in the Bill is charged; but does not fay that Plaintiff 
gave ſuch monies to her for her own uſe and benefit; nor does ſhe in a 
further Anſwer which ſhe put in, venture to ſay, that the Plaintiff did 


her ſuch monies for her own uſe and benefit, but expreſſes herſelf i in the : 


following words: 


That the ſubmits to the judgment of this 


Honontable © Court, whether ſhe is obliged to ſer forth what intereſt ſhe hath 
received of the ſeveral Bank Annuities, in the Bill mentioned to bepurchaſed, 


or any e thereof, and for how long time, and from and to what 


* It appears, u on examination of the Defendant's Anſwer, that ſhe has made a miſtake in 


reſpect to the laſt mentioned ſum which ſhe received from Plaintiff, viz. the ſum of gog. 
for, inſtead of go. it is there written 200. But that miſtake does not ſeem to be material, 


as ſhe admits, that ſhe 8 therewith 190. Three per Cent. Conſolidated Annuities. 


time, 
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Dbſcrvation. 


mentioned 
ſeveral Bank Annuities in the Bill mentioned, were all purchaſed in her name; 
and as, or to ſuch amount as, in her former Anſwer 1s ſet forth, were pur- 
chaſed for her benefit, and were ſo purchaſed for the reaſons in ſuch her 
" Anſwer contained; and that they—(that is, the Annuities which were fo 
purchaſed for her benefit, and for the reaſons in her former Anſwer given) were, 


from the time of the purchaſe, the abſolute property of this Defendant, &c. 
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| time, or a particular account of all the ſum and ſums of money received by 


this Defendant, or by her order, or for her uſe, in reſpect to the intereſt 
of the ſaid ſeveral Bank Annuities ; and when the ſame became reſpectively 
due; for this Defendant faith, that all ſuch Bank Annuities were purchaſed 
in this Defendant's name, and for this Defendant's benefit, as in this Defen- 
dant's former Anſwer is ſet forth, and were ſo purchaſed for the reaſons in 
ſuck Anſwer given; and that they were from the time of ſuch purchaſe, the 
abſolute property of this Defendant, ſubject to no condition, truſt, contin- 
gency, eſtate, or reſtraint whatſoever ; nor had the Plaintiff any legal or 


equitable intereſt thereto or therein. 


It is to be obſerved, That the Defendant here refuſes to ſet forth what 
intereſt ſhe hath received of the ſeveral Bank Annuities, in the Bill mentioned, 


and ſays that all ſuch Bank Annuities were purchaſed in her name——This 


is a fact which Plaintiff admits——But the queſtion is, Whether they were 


all purchaſed for her Benefit Now in reſpe& to that matter, ſhe only 
ſays that they were purchaſed for her benefit, as in this Defendant's former 
Anſwer is ſet forth, and were ſo purchaſed for the reaſons in ſuch Anſwer 
given——lt is therefore clear, that ſhe here claims no other benefit from 

the Bank Annuities purchaſed in her name, than ſhe has claimed in her 
former Anſwer, and which benefit the ſays was given to her for the reaſons 


in her ſaid Anſwer contained ; ſo that ſhe cannot be ſuppoſed in this place 
to ſpeak of the Annuities which ſhe purchaſed with the above-mentioned ſums 
of 130. and goy. fince ſhe does not claim them by her former Anſwer, and 
for the purchaſe of which ſhe therein gives no reaſon at all She then 


goes on and ſays, That they were from the time of ſuch purchaſe, the ab- 
ſolute property of this Defendant, &c. &c.— Neither does i appear 
that the Defendant, by theſe laſt words, intended to claim any further 


benefit in the Bank Annuities, than ſhe has before claimed in her firſt 
Anſwer ; if ſhe did, ſhe has ſworn in a very cautious manner, fince the word 


THEY, as it there ſtands, has no certain reference to any Bank Annuities, 


except thoſe which ſhe has claimed in her firſt Anſwer; nor could ſhe be 
indicted ſor perjury on this clauſe of her Anſwer, in caſe Plaintiff ſhould bring 


actual proof of the directions which he gave her to lay out the ſaid ſums of 


130f. and gog. in Long Annuities, by virtue of the Letter of Attorney above- 
For what does ſhe ſay more or leſs than this That the 
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N. B. Plaintiff has the opinion of Mr. Ambler and Mr. Madocks in his 
favour in reſpect to theſe two ſums; the Bill, and both the Defendants An- 
8 n have been laid before them, previous to the filing of the Replication. 


Bot to return to her Anſirer.— She ſays, That after all the above-mentioned 
fins of money were advanced to her, ſhe ſtill hoped that Plaintiff would at 
ſome future time-marry her; and has attempted to prove the offer of an ad- 
vantageous match made to ber in the month of July, 1766, which was not 
more than a fortnight before Plaintiff left her houſe; and that ſhe rejected 
Tuch offer, on account of her W of becoming Plaintiff's Wife. 


Denies that Plaintiff « ever at any time 5 00 monies to ber for bande 

keeping; and ſays, That, on the contrary, he made an agreement with her 

to give her 200. per Annum, for lodging and boarding Plaintiff and his 
ſervant ; but has produced no proof of ſuch AY Ones. 


| Defendant alſo inſiſts that Plaintiff is indebted to her in the ſum of 87. 
for ſuch board and lodging; and does not Sony that ſhe has threatened to 
bring an action againſt him for it. 


Says, That ſhe never kept any account of the monies ſhe received from 
Plaintiff. for the purpoſe of furniſhing him with other neceſſaries; nor did 
the keep any account of the wines delivered to her care, or of the goods 
and effects which ſhe from time to time received into her cuſtody ; but 
_ admits, ſhe received ſome dividends of Long Annuities, and _ that when 
the received them, ſhe paid them to the Plaintiff, _ 


That the Defendants two ſaid ſeveral Ay being fled, Plaintiff laid 
them, with the Bill, before Mr. Ambler, who happening to overlook the 
charge contained in Plaintiff's Bill, relative to the Defendant's looſe and diſ- 
orderly behaviour, he gave his opinion in the following words: * 

* Mrs. Mann deſerves the character which the Plaintiff gives of bes it will 
5 be material for him, in every part of the caſe, to make it out by evidence, 
b and to amend his Bill for that purpole, and to . it part of me caſe in 
proper terms, to letin the evidence. — 


That Mr. Madocks 8 figned i interrogatories for the purpoſe of 
bringing forth the proof abovementioned ; and alſo for the purpoſe of prov- 
ing ſeveral other matters. 


That Plaintiff 1 proved the cm to be a looſe and dlordefly wo- 
man, not only before Plaintiff had any acquaintance with her at all, but wi 
a wiſe 


AN APPEAL TO THE PUBLIC. 
wiſe during the time he lodged with her. Plaintiff has alſo proved theLetter 
of Attorney abovementioned, whereby ſhe was impowered to purchaſe all 
ſuch Long Annuities as Plaintiff ſhould at any time have occaſion for; and 
has alſo proved the particular nature of that illneſs which induced him to give 
her ſuch a power: has alſo proved that ſhe diſpoſed of great quantities of his 
wines, and bribed his ſervant with money, to the end that he ſhould not dif- 
cover ſuch fraud to Plaintiff: he has alſo proved, that ſhe has received divi- 
dends of Long Annuities, to the amount of 112FL. 7 
That this Cauſe came on to be heard on the 3oth of June, 1772; and the 
Plaintiff's Counſel declining to enter into the evidence on his behalf given, 

one of the Counſel on the part of the Defendant acquainted the Court, that 
the Plaintiff had made an unſucceſsful attempt to impeach her character, and 
that ſeveral perſons of credit had appeared in her favour. 3p 


His Lordſhip ordered, That the Defendant do deliver up the ſaid Bond to 
Plaintiff; and that a perpetual injunction be awarded for ſtay of the Defen- 
- dant's proceedings at law thereon: And it was further ordered, That the Defen- 
dant do pay unto the Plaintiff the coſts of ſo much of this Suit as relates to 
the ſaid Bond, to be taxed by Mr. Pratt, one of the Maſters of this Court; 
and his Lordſhip ordered, That the reſt of the Plaintiff's Bill do ſtand diſ- 
miſſed out of this Court with coſts, to be taxed by the ſaid Maſter. 


The Plaintiff conceives himſelf to be aggrieved, inaſmuch as no part of his 
evidence was brought before the Court; and particularly as it tends to ſhew that 
Plaintiff was in a diſtempered ſtate of body, and had unfortunately fell under 
the management of a baſe and deſigning woman; and alſo as it proves that the 
Defendant, at the time that the two abovementioned ſums of 13oF. and goy. 
were delivered to her, was appointed to be his actual agent or attorney, for the 
purpoſe of buying Long Annuities ; and likewiſe in regard that Plaintiff was, at 
the hearing of the Cauſe, accuſed of having attempted to brand the character 
of a woman of virtue, and of courſe appeared in a light highly difpleafing to 

the Court. DC Ele. „ mn pt 


That Plaintiff conceives, That if this Cauſe could be brought on a ſecond. 
time, to be argued before the Court, and that the whole of his evidence ſhould | 
be produced, the Defendant would be ordered to transfer to him the two laſt 
purchaſed parcels of Bank Annuities, of 150. and 1000. or to make him 
 fatisfaCtion for the ſame”; and that the Plaintiff would have a Decree for an Account, 
whereby the ſeveral matters in diſpute between him and the Defendant, might 
be finally adjuſted. 15 5 . | 


| That Plaintiff conceives, That by fuch Decree, the Defendant would be 
prevented from proceeding at law againſt him, for the ſum of 87%. which ſne 
0M eh Few — 050 


—— 
as 


* 


AN APPEAL To Tar PUBLIC. 


has ſworn by het Anfwer to be due to ber for bourd and lodging; and that the 
Phaintiff would be at Bberty to examine her on int „ touching the 
ſevoral accounts, or ſome or one of the ſeveral accounts by the Bill prayed ; and 
particularly touching the goods and effects which the — the received into her 
cuſtody, but kept 10 account of them . 


Loa ſuy, Phaidritr conceives himlelf tw he aggrieved, inaſmuch as the Defendant. 
may appeal from this Decree ; and, in that caſe, he could not read his evidence 
relative to her character, in the Houſe of Lotds ; which evidence the Plaintiff 
is induced to think might be uſeful to him there +, for the purpoſe of ſecuring 
fo hitn the benefits reſulting from the Decree, as it now ſtands, 


t Vide Mr. Ambler's opinion, page 31. 
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Mx. COX, e 


You U inſiſt, as I have been told, that you have done nothing more in 
this Cauſe than what your duty to your Client required, and the rules of your profeſſion 


warranted. An inquiry, therefbre, into ſome circumſtances of your conduct, will be 
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houſe, when h 
quitted it, 


the ſubject of ſome future letter: in the mean time, I call upon you to anſiver the fol- 


lowing queſtions. 


Firſt, Whether you, at the time when you took dozen the Anſever of 


the Defendant from her 9wn mouth, had not ſeen a moſt obſcene letter that ſhe wrote to a 


particular friend of mine, wherein, amongſt 
horrible to nature ; and whether that letter did not then lie upon your table. 
Do you think that it was conſiſtent with the rules of your profeſſion, to become an 


other ſcurrilities, ſhe accuſes me of crimes 
Secondly, 


accomplice in defamation with a common ftrumpet, and to join with her in _— 


the character of an old acquaintance and client, by figning your name to. the mo 


ſcandalous Anſwer that ever diſgraced the file of a Court of Equity; wherein, amongſt 


variety of other calumnies, ſhe ſays, as follows: 


Admits, That, notwithſtanding the making ſuch wills * 
Plaintiff” s affection to Defendant ſeemed greatly to abate, which Defendant in a great 
meaſure attributed to the very improper company which he kept from the time he 
returned from abroad; and for keeping of ſuch company, Defendant did frequently 
upbraid him, and adviſed him of the pernicious. conſequences that would attend the 


ſame, which Defendant did out of fincere Tegard and affection, and for which advice 


* The Wills 1 ſpoken of by che Defendant, [ have not ſtated ; becauſe, I 90 not think that 


they have any connection with the merits of the Cauſe, 1 ſhall, however, be glad to be ſet 
right in reſpect to any matter that I Gy have omited or miſtated. 


E ſhe 
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1 Gens N ſeverely. and cruelly treated by Plaintiff; all which Defendant bere 
with patience and en, in hopes that Plaintiff would ſee the improptiety of con- 
3 tinuing che acquaintance-of thoſe perſons, with whom he ſpent the gn part of his 
3 5 785 mh time; and that he would return to a ſenſe of his any; * mall make FE, 1 5 
We according to his repeated promiſe. 


6 0 8 Th irdly, Have you not been acquainted WO me ever- Page: we were boy;. and at 
55 9 ſchool der Have you ever had any reaſon to think me guilty of the practices 
nl ER with which her letter charges me; and did you not, at the time when you conſented to 
Aid and aſſiſt the ſlanders of that profligate, by ſetting your hand to the calumny aboye- 
1 Fr mentioned, relative to my keeping improper company; did you not 1 ſay, 24 — that 
3 I always had affociated with, and did then aſſociate with, perſons ſuperior to yourſelf, 
both in ſituation and in charaQter >—And laſtly, Do you not think that you have per- 
ſecuted me ſufficiently; and that I am entitled to a re- hearing of my Cauſe, for the- 
Purpoſe of ad) ulting 15 ſeveral matters in diſpute * me and the ä 


Poland. ſtreet, ß 
January 13, 1774. 1 P. MAWHOOD. 
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